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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -24 are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 , 6, 7, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 7, and 24 objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

The features "XML" and "UML" should be defined in the claims 7, 10, 17, and 24 
The feature "may be" in claim 10 should not be used. 

Claim 1 recites the limitations "the exchange" in line 5, "the rules" in line 7, "said 
transfer of data" in lines 7-8, "the role" in line 8, "the transfer" in line 9, and "the 
definitions" in line 1 1 . There are insufficient antecedent basis for those limitations in the 
claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "the flow" in line 5. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the workflow process" in line 9. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the rules" in line 24, "the role" in line 25, "the 
definitions" in line 2. There are insufficient antecedent basis for those limitations in the 
claim. 
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Claim 17 recites the limitation "the workflow process" in line 25. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

It is unclear what applicant's intented metes and bounds of the claims are 
because the feature " allow a participant to send and receive data" does not cause any 
functionality to occur. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1-6, 8-16 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bellamy et al. (Bellamy) (US 6,944,655 B1). 

Regarding claim 1 , Bellamy teaches a collaboration system that allows the 
exchange of data between participants in an electronic commerce environment (Fig. 1), 
comprising: 

a collaboration space defining the rules governing said transfer of data and the 
role of said participants (col. 3 lines 31-38, Bellamy discloses Genre definition includes 
rules of interaction and the specification of roles); 

a collaboration hub for the transfer of data between participants (i.e., the software 
module genre client logic running the client communicates with the server via the 
network to enable the end-user to communicate with other operationally connected 
users, col. 12 lines 7-11); and 

a hub transport that allows a participant to send and receive data from the 
collaboration hub in accordance with the definitions of the collaboration space (col. 5 
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lines 21-23 and 39-42, Bellamy discloses TCP/IP-based client/server service is provided 
in which users interact with each other via client applications wherein interaction of 
participants is governed by the interaction rules of the given genre). 

Regarding claim 2, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 1 wherein 
each participant includes a collaboration enabler wherein said collaboration enabler 
includes a business logic specified by the participant (i.e., software module genre client 
logic, col. 11 lines 30-33). 

Regarding claim 3, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 2 wherein 
the collaboration hub includes a business logic compatible with that of the collaboration 
enabler (i.e., genre server's logic, col. 8 lines 60-62). 

Regarding claim 4, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 1 wherein 
the collaboration hub includes a data logic for intelligent transfer of data according to 
participant specifications (i.e., enabling user-defined structured styles of interaction, col. 
3 lines 30-36). 

Regarding claim 5, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 2 wherein 
said collaboration enabler includes an interface to a participant workflow process (i.e., 
col. 11 line 62-col. 12 line 5). 
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Regarding claim 6, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 5 wherein 
said participant workflow process determines the flow of data between the collaboration 
enablerand the collaboration hub (col. 11 line 66-col. 12 line 10). 

Regarding claim 8, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 1 further 
comprising: a conversation manager for managing the flow of data between participants 
(i.e., a genre interaction handler 2070, Fig. 2 col. 8 lines 30-59). 

Regarding claim 9, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 1 wherein 
the collaboration space is accessible via the Internet (i.e., network 1000, Fig. 1col. 5 
lines 55-57). 

Regarding claim 10, Bellamy teaches clients and server are connected to the 
World Wide Web through which the client and server communicate (col. 5 line 53-col. 6 
line 1 ). It is inherent that URL is included in the World Wide Web for server to be located 
in order to initiate a communication between clients and server 

Claim 1 1 represents a method that is parallel to claim 1 . Claim 1 1 does not teach 
or define any new limitation above claim 1 and therefore is rejected for similar reasons. 

Claim 12 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 2 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 
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Claim 13 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 3 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 14 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 4 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 15 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 5 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 16 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 6 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 18 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 8 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 19 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 9 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 20 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 10 and 
therefore is rejected for similar reason. 
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Regarding claim 21 , Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 1 further 
comprising a workflow directing the transfer of data between participants (col. 8 lines 
30-60). 

Regarding claim 22, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 21 
wherein the workflow includes at least one flow lane for each participant and the action 
of the workflow is determined by data sent to and received from a first participant flow 
lane to a second participant flow lane (col. 8 lines 30-59). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7, 17 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bellamy in view of Ambler et al. (Ambler) 9US 6,393,456 B1). 

Regarding claim 23, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 22. 
Bellamy does not explicitly teach the workflow is defined by an XML definition. 
Ambler teaches system for transreceiving workflow specification (see abstract). 
Ambler teaches the workflow is defined by an XML definition (col. 8 lines 43-45). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bellamy to define workflow (or genre definition) by using XML 
definition as in Ambler. One would be motivated to do so to provide a robust tool for 
specifying workflows (Ambler, col. 8 lines 43-46). 

Claim 7 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 23 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

Claim 17 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 7 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reason. 

6. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bellamy 
in view of Ambler et al. (Ambler) 9US 6,393,456 B1 ), and further in view of Stefaniak 
(US 6,550,054 B1). 

Regarding claim 2, Bellamy teaches the collaboration system of claim 23. 

Bellamy-Ambler does not teach the XML definition is created by a UML modeler. 

Stefaniak teaches the XML definition is created by a UML modeler (col. 8 lines 2- 

3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bellamy-Ambler to create XML definition by using a UML modeler as 
in Stefaniak. One would be motivated to do so to provide the capability of generating 
document type definitions of the modeling language-based representation, which 
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enables transmission of the representation among modeling tools (Stefaniak, col. 2 line 
1-4). 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Oanh Duong whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3983. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday, 2:00PM - 10:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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